a                         THE  TWO  CONSTITUTIONS

ing contrasts may be pointed to in the domestic field
between an omnipotent Parliament and a Congress
whose Acts can be declared null and void by a Su-
preme Court; in the international field between the in-
definite prerogative of the Crown to conclude treaties
and the provision that entrusts their conclusion to the
President acting by and with the advice and consent
of the Senate; and, permeating the whole field of both
theory and practice, between a federal and a unitary
background

Yet it is not a stretch of language to speak of both
systems as constitutions, nor an abuse of metaphor
to describe both as springing from the same constitu-
tional root. The authors of the American constitution
were men, English in thought and speech, consciously
working in the tradition that had produced what they
agreed in regarding as the best constitution in the
world; so that one of their essential aims was to pro-
vide the United States with a constitution as like as
possible to that of England with the Crown left out.
It is significant that contemporary opinion held them
to have been insufficiently attentive to this aspect of
their work. The first Congress that met under the
provisions of the new constitution promptly added to
it the first ten amendments, which are collectively
known as the Bill of Rights and are a restatement in
suitably modernised terms of the liberties secured to
Englishmen by Magna Carta. The title derives from
tbc English statute passed in 1689 after the expulsion
of James II.                                                      .

It is not to be supposed that the authors of the